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A Letter To
THE ATTORNEY GEN'E RAL
of

THE UNITED STATES
By CARLETON PUTNAM
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Carleton Putnam is a member of the
famous New England Putnam family. a
native of New York City. a graduate of
Princeton and Columbia. founder and
president of Chicago and Southern Airlines (1933-1948). and is on the board of
Delta Airlines. He recently published a
widely-praised biography of Theodore
Roosevelt.
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March 16, 1959
The Honorable William P. Rogers
Attorney General of the United States
Department of Justice
Washington 25, D. C.
My dear Mr. Attorney General:
Following my correspondence with your
Department in December, I have had a chance
to review your briefs in the school desegregation cases and also to scan, as carefully as
time permitted, the nine relevant volumes
of the Supreme Court's Records and Briefs. _
I hesitate to impose further upon your kindness, but my survey has left one question in
my mind upon which the record does not appear to touch, and which you may be able
to answer.
I turn to you for the reason that, as a
non-adversary party to these proceedings, I
understand you to have represented the people of the United States. Since a majority
of the population of the South are obviously
against integration, and since the Gallup Poll
for September 24, 1958, indicates that 58%
of the white population of the North would
not put their children in schools where more
than half the enrollment is Negro, it becomes
a close question whether the decision of the
Supreme Court in these cases was not in fact
contrary to the wishes of a national majority.
While I recognize that this would in no
way affect the validity of the decision, it
would seem to have placed a peculiar respon . .
sibility upon you.
The matter which I find curious is the
omission in your briefs of any challenge
to the authorities cited by the Court in Footnote 11 to their opinion of May 17, 1954. I
assume there must have been some indication, in argument or elsewhere, that these
authorities were to be used. They appear, in
large measure, to form the foundation of the
decision. They reflect a point of view rooted
in what I may call modern equalitarian an[1 ]
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thropology
a school which holds that all
races are currently equal in their capacity for
culture, and that existing inequalities of status are due solely to inequalities of opportunity. While the briefs for the State of Virginia
touch upon the qualifications of some of the
individual psychologists who testified in the
lower courts, they contain no examination of
the underlying anthropological theory. It
seems to me that such an examinatio.n should
have been made. I have a science degree, I
have read with some diligence in the field
of anthropology and I have discussed the
subject with competent anthropologists. It
is my cons~dered opinion that two generations of .Americans have been victimized by
a psuedo-scientific hoax in this field, that
this hoax is part of an equalitarian propaganda typical of the left-wing overdrift of
our times, and that it will not stand an informed judicial test. I do not believe that
ever before has science been more warped
by a self-serving few to the deception and
injury of so many. On this subject there may
be disagreement. But it is clear to me the
Court should have been invited to examine
the question.
Allow me to give my reasons for this
opinion. The Court says in Footnote 11 "see
generally Myrdal, An American Dilemma,"
and I start with this book. I need hardly
dwell upon the highly socialistic bias of its
foreign author, and the startling remarks
with which his text is peppered, such as his
comment that the American Constitution "is
in many respects impractical and ill-suited
for moder.n conditions," that the Constitutional Conve.ntion of 1787 "was nearly a plot
against the common people" and that in the
conflict between liberty and equality in the
United States, "equality is slowly winning."
A foreign socialist could not, perhaps, have
realized that J efferson's statement "all men
are created equal" was a corruption from the
Virginia Declaration of Rights, where the
[2]

original wording read "all men are created
equally free," nor that if equality (in any
sense other than equality of opportunity and
equality before the law) is defeating liberty
in the United States, then everything America has stood for is in jeopardy, but certainly
it was essential that these matters be called
to the Court's attention in evaluating Myrdal's book.
I hasten, however, to the basic hypothesis
underlying Myrdal's 1400 pages. On pages
90-91 he introduces the doctrines of Franz
Boas, a foreign-born Columbia University'
professor who arrived in the United States
in 1886, who was himself a member of a racial
minority group, and who may be called the
father of equalitarian anthropology in America. From these pages forward, Myrdal's Dilemma is founded upon the philosophy of
Boas and his disciples. Thereafter, one constantly finds in Myrdal such sentences as
these:
"The last two or three decades have seen
a veritable revolution in scientific
thought on the racial characteristics of
the Negro . . . . By inventing and applying ingenious specialized research methods, the popular race dogma (that races
are not by nature ' equal in their capacity
for culture) is being victoriously pursued into every corner and effectively
exposed as fallacious or at least unsubstantiated .... It is now becoming difficult for eve.n popular writers to express
other views than the ones of racial equalitarianism and still retain intellectual respect."
If you have not already read him, I invite you to a thorough and impartial study
of Boas. I am confident you will find his
views wholly unconvincing, his doctrines
more "unsubstantiated" than those he attacks,
and his approach so saturated with wishful
thinking as to be pathetic. In even the most
superficial analysis of the subject, Boas
[3J

should have been challenged and his more
obvious errors exposed. Boas, for example,
may have been convinced that the average
African's improvident indifference to "tomorrow" is just a healthy "optimism", but I
dare say the proverbial reasonable man on a
jury would think of it less charitably.
If the deceptions of the Boas school were
unconscious, they were nevertheless serious.
People, for instance, were induced to believe
that because early anthropologists put emphasis on brain pan size in their studies of race,
and brain pan size was later proved to be an
invalid criterion, this automatically made all
races equal. No one took the time to point
out that not only is brain pan size not a final
test of i.ntelligence, but that, even if it were,
equal brain size would not prove equal capacity for civilization. The character-intelligence index - the combination of intelligence with all the qualities that go under the
name of character, including especially the
willingness to resist rather than to appease
evil - forms the only possible index of the
capacity for civilization as Western Europeans know it, and there is no test for this
index save in observing the native culture
in which it results. Such observation does
not sustain the doctrine of equality.
Indeed, the entire foundation of the Boas
theory rests on sand. It is based on the assumption that present day cultural differences between the Negro and other races
are due, not to any natural limitations, but
to isolation and historical accident. This
theme has been taken up again and again by
later anthropologists, such as Kluckhohn of
Harvard, and repeated as established scientific fact. I may illustrate the argument by
comparing the condition of the white tribes
of Northern Europe just before the fall of
Rome with the Negro tribes in the Congo.
Both were primitive and barbaric, both were
isolated from civilizaion. With the conquest
of Rome by the white barbarians, the north[4]
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ern tribes were brought in contact with the
ancient Greco-Roman civilization and gradually absorbed its culture. The Negro, on the
other hand, lacked such a contact and therefore remained in statu quo.
This was Boas' historical accident, and
his explanation of the Negro's present level
of civilization in Africa. Boas had various
additional points and refinements of his
thesis, such as the advantage the white barbarians enjoyed in contiguity of habitat and
the more moderate differences in modes of
manufacture in earlier times, which made it
easier for backward peoples in those days to
compete commercially with more advanced
cultures than was the case in later centuries
when our white civilization invaded Africa,
but these arguments hang on the first point.
In other words, had the Negroes shown the
enterprise and initiative of the white barbarians, the Negroes themselves would have
established a contiguity of habitat and had
the advantage of more moderate differences
in modes of manufacture.
As far as isolation is concerned, it hardly
seems necessary to point out that the Alps
did not keep t~e white barbarians out of
Italy, and that the Nile Valley was open to
the Negroes into Egypt. One observer, recently returned from an intensive tour of
Africa and himself apparently a racial equalitarian, nevertheless feels compelled to include these sentences in his report:
"Why, when in China, I.ndia, Mesopotamia and on the Mediterranean coasts
and islands, men isolated almost completely from one another, during some
5,000 years independently developed
writing and metal tools, invented compasses, built temples and bridges, formulated philosophies, wrote books and
poems - why, then, did similar progress
not occur in Africa?
"I posed the question to many Africans.
Their answer: the desert, the heat, dis[5]
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ease, isolation - and always these words:
'For centuries our most vigorous young
men were taken off as slaves.'
"The answer falls short. China has a
desert; India's climate is as hot and as!
unhealthy; Mesopotamia indeed is hotter
- and was surrounded by deserts. As for
the slave trade, why were the Africans
not making slaves of the Portuguese and
the Arabs?"
This report, prepared by the assistant to
the publisher of "Time" magazine, goes on
to seek justification for the equalitarian
viewpoint in the modern intelligence test
and the modern performance of the exceptional Negro, answers which fall as far short
as the others. The field of the intelligence
test, like tile field of Boas' anthropology, is
filled with wishful thinking, with comparisons of the better Negroes and the poorer
whites, with studies of mulattoes whose successes are largely · proportionate to the admixture of white genes, and with similar
avoidance of the essential point, namely, that
in matters of race either the average of one
must be compared with the average of the
. other, or the best of one must be compared
with the best of the other.
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If we are to compare averages, there is
probably no better laboratory than the rural
area around Chatham, Ontario, Canada. Chatham is a town at the northern end of the preCivil War "underground railroad" where a
community of the descendants of escaped
slaves has existed for 100 years. The social
and economic situation of Negroes and whites
in the rural area around Chatham is approximately equal. The schools have always been
integrated, yet the tests of Negroes in these
rural schools show them, after 100 years, to
be as far below the whites in the same schools
as the Negroes in the schools of the South
are below the whites in the schools of the
South. Dr. H. A. Tanser, now Superintendent
of Schools at Chatham, published a study of
[6]
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this matter in 1939. The study is never mentioned by the modern school of equalitarian
anthropology, but you will find it in the Library of Congress. Did your Department give
it consideration?
In this connection, you are perhaps
aware that Dr. Audrey M. Shuey, Chairman
of the Department of Psychology at Randolph-Macon Woman's College, published a
report in 1958 surveying and summarizing
the results of 40 years of intelligence tests
involving whites and Negroes. Dr. Shuey
took her B. A. at the University of Illinois,
her M. A. at Wellesley, and her Ph. D. at
Columbia. Her book contains a foreword by
Dr. Henry E. Garrett who was formerly
president of the American Psychological
Association, the Eastern Psychological Association, the New York State Association
of Applied Psychology and the Psychomatic
Society. In his foreword, Dr. Garrett says:
"Dr. Shuey finds that at several age
levels and under a variety of conditions,
Negroes regularly score below whites.
There is, to be sure, an overlapping of
scores, a number of Negroes scoring
above the white medians. This overlap
means that many individual Negroes
achieve high scores on the tests. But the
mean differe.nces persist. Dr. Shuey concludes that the regularity and consistency of the results strongly imply a
racial basis for these differences. I believe that the weight of evidence supports her conclusion."
Dr. Shuey states that "the remarkable
consistency of test results ... all point to the
presence of some native differences between
Negroes and whites determined by intelligence tests", and she adds the significant
comment: "The tendency for the IQ'sof
colored children to become progressively
lower with increase in age has been reported
by a number of investigators who tested Negro children.... One is confronted with the
[7]

,

/"

probability of a continuance during adolescence of what seems to be a widening gap
between the races." I recognize that Dr.
Shuey's report was not extant at the time of
the Brown decision, but a large part of her
material was available, and in my opinion
should have been submitted to the Court. I
repeat that I do not consider the intelligence
test decisive, as I believe character to be
more important than intelligence, but in
answer to those who use the intelligence test
to support theories of racial equality, surely
Tanser's and Shuey's material belonged in
the record.
If, on the other hand, we compare the
best with the best, the discrepancies are even
clearer. I had occasion to ask Kluckhohn a
question with respect to a statement in his
Mirror for Man at page 126. This statement
reads: "It is true that the total richness of
Negro civilizations is at least quantita't ively
less impressive than that of Western or Chinese civilizaion." (Emphasis mine.) I asked
Kluckhohn if he would mind defining in
what respects he found it qualitatively as
impressive. I told him I was curious as to one
poem equal to Milton's Paradise Lost, one
history equal to Gibbon's Decline and Fall,
o.ne novel equal to Dicken's David Copperfield, one playwright equal to Shakespeare,
one philosopher equal to Aristotle, one medical discovery equal to Salk's polio vaccine,
one military leader equal to Napoleon, one
inventor equal to Edison, one physicist equal
to Einstein, one pioneer equal to Columbus,
one statesman equal to Lincoln, one composer equal to Beethoven, one painter equal
to Rembrandt. I have received no reply, but
Kluckhohn's "at least quantitatively" seems to
me typical of the deceptive words used by
our modern equalitarian anthropology. The
Court should not have been left in the dark
on this tendency. Although they do not specifically cite Kluckhohn, he is one of the
leaders of the modern school on which Myrdal rests his case.
[8]

I have found that a favorite method
used by Boas and Kluckhohn for throwing
dust in the eyes of the public is to create an
impression that there is really no such thing
as race. Although Kluckhohn begins the
third paragraph of the fifth chapter of his
Mirror for Man with the sentence "There are
undoubtedly human races," he nevertheless
entitles this chapter "Race: A Modern
Myth." His thesis is that culture, not race,
is what makes human beings what they are.
Yet nowhere is the obvious fact examined
that culture is absorbed, refined and advanced in proportion to racial capacity.
There are, of course, certain modifying variables, among the chief of which are climate
and economic conditions. The white culture
of New England differs from the white culture of the Deep South, but not as much as
the white culture of Southern Florida differs
from the black culture of Haiti, where the
climate is approximately the same. That is to
say, the effect of the variables is clearly less
decisive than the fundamental difference in
race.
Undoubtedly an individual or group,
taken out of the cultur.al environment of
their own race and brought up in that of
another, will sometimes absorb some features
of the culture of the new environment, but
in such instances they become parasites upon
the culture of the seco,n d race. They are carried up, or carried down, as the case may be,
by the overwhelming impact of the environment of the second race. Their own capacity
to contribute to, and to sustain, a culture
can only be judged by the performance of
their own race in its native habitat. And if
that capacity is low, then too many of them,
too freely integrated, must inevitably i.n the
long run lower the culture of the second race.
There have, not unnaturally, been situations in which a race has captured the spark
of culture , in one habitat but not in another.
In the case of the fall of the Roman Empire,
[9]
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the barbarians were, broadly speaking, members of the same race as the conquered. Here
we find two branches of the white race, one
of which had produced a culture while the
other had not, and here the Boas theory of
historical accident is tenable. Similarity of
tinder permitted passage of the spark. It was
still the white race that absorbed, and eventually carried forward, the Roman culture.
The essential question in this whole
controversy is whether the Negro, given every conceivable help regardless of cost to
the whites, is • capable of full adaptation to
our white civilization within a matter of a
few generations, or whether the record indicates such adaptation cannot be expected
save in terms of many hundreds, if not
thousands, of years, and that complete integration of these races, especially in the
heavy black belts of the South, can result
only in a parasitic deterioration of white culture, with or without genocide. I am certain
neither you nor the Court, nor any significant number of Northerners would knowingly shackle upon their racial brothers in the
South against their will a system which
would produce either of the latter results.
The sin of Cain would pale by comparison.
Yet to my mind it seems obvious that
all the facts, and a preponderance of theory,
are against Myrdal and his authorities. I
would go so far as to say that in the last
fifty years anthropology has been drafted to
serve the demi-Goddess of Equalitarianism
instead of the Goddess of Truth, and the
modern school in this field has a stern judgment to face, both at the bar of American
public opinion and at the hands of two generations of youth whose thinking has been
corrupted by it. One does not build a healthy
society on error. One faces the truth, and
deals with it as best one can.
I pass now from Myrdal, and the sources
upon which his more general assumptions
rest, to the remaining authorities cited in
[10 ]
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Footnote 11. All of these deal primarily with
the adverse psychological effect of segregagation upon Negroes and only secondarily
with its alleged adverse effect upon white
children. Nowhere is any study cited of a
third question, namely, of the quite possible
adverse effect of integration upon whites in
schools with large percentages of Negroes.
Was any such study made and presented to
the Court?
The third question was well put by William Polk in his book Southern Accent: "If
the Negro is entitled to lift himself up by
enforced association with the white man,
why should not the white man be entitled
to prevent himself from being pulled down
by enforced association with the Negro?"
This question seems particularly important
in view of the patent partiality of the authorities cited in favor of integration. The
majority of these appear either to belong
. to Negro or other minority groups, or to
have prepared their studies under the auspices of such groups. To expect these groups
to present impartial reports on the subject
of racial discrimination is like expecting a
saloon keeper to prepare an impartial study
on prohibition or a meat packer to pass an
unbiased judgment on the Humane Slaughter
Bill. Their point of view is important and
deserves consideration. Many of them are
brilliant and consecrated men. But to permit them to provide the overwhelming preponderance of the evidence is manifestly not
justice. If this is compounded by an absence
of any consideration of the damaging effect
of . integration upon white children, it becomes doubly serious. While the brief for
the State of Virginia touches upon the subject, it seems to me that the people of the
United States, 'whom you represented, had
a particular interest in seeing it more fully
developed. I would appreciate your directing me to such a study, if one was made,
and also your providing me with some explanation as to why the evidence on damage
[11 ]
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to the Negro was from such partisan sources.
Any American worthy of the name feels
an obligation of kindness and justice toward
his fellow man. He is willing to give every
individual 4is chance, whatever his race, but
in those circumstances where a race must be
dealt with as a race, he realizes that the
level of the average must be controlling, and
that the relatively minor handicap upon the
superior individual of the segregated race,
if it be a handicap at all, must be accepted
until the average has reached the point where
the desire for association is mutual.
This leads me to my final query, I will
be frank to say that I was startled at the
uncritical manner in which the Supreme
Court was allowed to accept one phrase in
the language of the lower court, to-wit: "A
sense of inferiority (produced by segregation) affects the motivation of a child to
learn." Did neither you nor counsel for any
of the appellees take occasion to point out
that if a child is by nature inferior, enforced
association with his superiors will increase
his realization of his inferiority, while if
he is by nature not inferior, any implication
of inferiority in segregation, if such there
be, will only serve as a spur to greater effort? Throughout history" challenges of
this sort, acting upon individuals, groups
and races of natural capacity, have proved
a whip to achieveme.n t, times without number. The point was one of the legal hinges
on which the case turned. In fact without it
the decision falls apart, for there is no other
even remotely arguable excuse why separate
facilities cannot be made equal within any
possible stretch of the meaning of the Fourteenth Amendment. Consequently, I would
have thought it imperative that you raise it.
Sincerely yours,
/s/
cc :

Carleto.n Putnam

The President
The Members of the Supreme Court
[12]

The first Putnam letter has reached a
circulation of over six million in Northern
newspapers as a result of public contributions to run it as an advertisement. If you
would like to see this second letter achieve
the same wide readership in the North
please send your contribution to:
Putnam Letter Committee
317 North 29th Street
Birmingham 3, Alabama

,
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
WRITE TO THE
EDUCATIONAL FUND OF THE

CITIZENS' COUNCILS
GREENWOOD, MISS.

READ AND PASS ON

WE NEED YOUR HELP
We hope you can make a contribution to the
Educational Fund which will be used to
(1)

Publish and distribute nationwide factual
literature presenting the case for states' rights
and racial integrity.

(2)

Initiate a movement to enter the national
propaganda media such as the national press
services; television, radio, national publications and the motion picture industry.

Our auditors believe contributions will be deductible from your income tax. Every effort will
be made to get this tax-free status, and we believe
these efforts will be successful.

